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KNCASHIRE & YORKSHIRE ACCIDENT 
' INSURANCE COMPANY, Lt. 

HEAD OFFICE: 30, BROWN STREET, MANCHESTER. 


Established 1877. Capital, £200,000. 


' This COMPANY’S GUARANTEE BONDS are accepted by 
COURTS OF CHANCERY and BOARD OF TRADE, and by 
all Departments of H.M. Government. 
' The “CLIMAX” POLICY of the Company provides against 
ACCIDENTS —ILLNESS— PERMANENT DISABLEMENT, &c. 
Sums Assured under the Policy are added to annually under a 
CUMULATIVE BONUS SCHEME. ., 











dlicies are also issued indemnifying ay ew in relation to the Work- 

’s Compensation Acts, 1897-1900, the Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, 
at Common Law, and Public Liability (Third Party) Risks. : 
R, KENNEDY MITCHELL, Manager and Secretary. 


COUNTY FIRE OFFICE. 


FOUNDED 1807. 


0, REGENT ST., W., anp 14, CORNHILL, E.C., LONDON. 
THE PREMIUM INCOME of this Office is derived from Home Business only, no 


mn risks rs undertaken. 
HE RETU SYSTEM of the County Fire Orrice offers an important advantage 
i ces to Policyholders who continue insured in the Ofice. 
full particulars as to Rargs and the ApvanTAGEs offered 











p Ordinary Insuran: 
"FORMS OF PROPOSAL 
the “ County ” may be obtained upon application. + 
B. E, RATLIFFE, Secretary. 
IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 
xX In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of xX 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenantsinclude a policy covering the risk of 
LO88 OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 
Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
HE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 
24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low rates. 
GAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
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ESTABLISHED 1836. 





FUNDS 

INCOME 
YEARLY BUSINESS - 
BUSINESS IN FORCE 


- £ 4,400,000 
£600,000 
- £ 2,000,000 
- £ 16,000,000 


THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wrrnovr Prorrts. 
The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 
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£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 


According to last results. 
Valuation at 24 p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 





Duration 40 yrs. 
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30 yrs. 
£1,724 
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| Amount of Policy | £1,199 
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Current Topics. 


WE comMENcE printing in the present number the statutes of 
the past session of Parliament. ey are thirty-six in number, 
and, with the exception of the Licensing Act, are not of special 
importance. The Cosine Banks Act (@ Ed. 7, c. 8) introduces 
various changes in the management of Trustee Savings Banks 
and facilitates the tion of such banks, and also 
makes alterations in the Post Office Savings Bank as regards 
the annual statement of liabilities and otherwise. The 
London Electric Lighting Areas Act (c. 13) provides for 
making the boundaries of areas of electrical supply in London 
coincident with those of the metropolitan boroughs. The 
Prevention of Cruelty to Children Act (c. 15) repeals the 
Prevention of Cruelty to Children Act, 1894, and re-enacts that 
measure with amendments. The Weights and Measures 
(Metric System) Bill, which proposed to enact that as from the 
lst of April, 1909, the kilogram and the metre should be the 
imperial standards of —— and measure, has not yet become 
law, but there is a Weights and Measures Act y 28) which 
confers on the Board of Trade extensive powers of supervision 
over weights and measures, and weighing and m i 
instruments. The Shop Hours Act (c. 31) enables a 
authority, subject to eae the Home , to 
make an order, called a “ closing order,” for fixing the hours 
on the several days in the week at which all shops or shops of a 
specified class are to be closed for serving customers. ere is 
a schedule of exempted businesses, including the sale of 
medicines, tobacco, and newspapers, and of re ments for 
consumption on the premises, and intoxicating liquors by 
retail for consumption on or off the premises. The general 
nature of the provisions of the Licensing Act (c. 23) are matter 
of notoriety, and it is unnecessary to refer to them here. 





‘Tue Banxrvuptoy Report for 1903 which has just been issued 
does not present any features of ial interest. The number 
of receiving orders was slightly in excess of the previous. year, 
but it has been singularly uniform for the past ten years. 
highest number was in 1894, 4,762; since then it has alwa 
been a little over 4,000, the number last year being 4,286. 
estimating the loss to creditors, it is the practice to take the 
costs of and loss on realization at an av of 663 per cent. of 
the assets as estimated by the debtors. This gives the total 
estimated loss for 1903 as £4,472,036, which is the smallest 
figure of any of the years under review. The number of deeds 
of arrangement also maintains a fairly steady average, though 
the number for 1903 (3,622) was an increase of 317 on 
the previous year. In the case of arrangements the costs 
of and loss on realization are taken at an average of 40 
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per cent. of the assets, and this gives the estimated loss to 
44 
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creditors for 1903 as £2,850,914, which is practically the same 
as in the previous years since 1896. Upon the total of 
receiving orders and deeds of arrangement there was an increase 
of 401 as compared with 1902, but the total estimated liabilities 
had decreased by £377,515, and the estimated loss by £140,127. 
It should: be noticed that since 1900 the bankruptcy figures 
include orders under section 125 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, 
relating to the estates of deceased debtors, but the consequent 
increase in the figures appears to be insignificant. The orders 
made in 1903 numbered only 28. 





THe TABLE which gives the statistics relating to various 
businesses shews that the most risky of all callings are the 
building and the grocery and provisions businesses. One or other 
of these has easily headed the list for the last five years. In 1903 
grocery and provisions secured this pre-eminence with 945 
failures; in the building trade there were 891. The other 
largest figures are bakers, 226; beer, wine, and spirits, 384; 
farmers, 307; leather, 356; metal, 368; and drapers, 360. 
And the total liabilities in these trades were correspondingly 
large. Building failures returned liabilities to the extent of 
£787,011, and grocery and provisions, £669,184. The callings 
which, with a comparatively small number of failures, resulted 
in heavy liabilities to creditors were directors and promoters, 
merchants, and solicitors, the failures being respectively thirty- 
seven, fifty-three, and fifty-two, and the liabilities 
£259,625, £432,367, and £482,139. The cases of bankrupt 
solicitors include one in which the liabilities were returned at 
£218,732, and this was the largest bankruptcy of the year. 





A TABLE is given shewing the nature of the failures where the 
liabilities were £20,000 and upwards. The number of such cases 
for 1903 wastwenty-six. Of these eleven were due to ordinary 
trading, thirteen to financial and speculative enterprize apart 
from ordinary trading, and two are classed as miscellaneous. 
None are returned under the head of ‘‘ Extravagance, gambling, 
&c.,” but the Inspector-General observes that a marked feature 
in several of these large cases, and one which is doubtless 
characteristic of a considerable proportion of the smaller trading 
failures, is the excessive amount of drawings for personal and 
household expenses. ‘‘ Little regard is had to whether profits or 
losses are made; the debtor considers himself entitled to live 
handsumely on his business so long as it can be kept going, and 
ultimately his extravagant withdrawals go to swell the deficiency 
of his assets to meet his unsecured liabilities.” This is a species 
of dishonesty which it is perhaps not practicable for the law to 
deal with. Mr. Jony Smrru, C.B., who had held the office of 
Inspector-General in Bankruptcy since the passing of the Act of 
1883, retired at the beginning of the year, and the present 
report is by his successor, Mr. E. Hoven. 





A sratEmest of considerable importance with regard to con- 
traband of war was made by Mr. Batrour on the 25th ult. to 
a deputation from the city of persons interested in shipping. The 
points raised by the deputation related also to the alleged 
differential treatment accorded by the Russians to British 
shipping, but this is a question of fact which cannot 
be regarded as clear, and it does not seem to have any 
bearing on the questions of international law which are 
really involved in the present controversy. If such differential 
treatment existed, then it would, as Mr. Batrour observed, be 
an act of great unfriendliness towards this country on the part 
of one of the belligerents, ‘of unfriendliness which might have 
consequences so serious to our trade that it would be impossible 
to pass it by.” On the question of contraband Mr. Batrour 
adhered, as might have been expected, to the principle of con- 
ditiousl contraband which has hitherto been generally accepted. 
Warlike stores and coal intended for warlike operations are 
undoubtedly contraband, so also are foodstuffs carried to an army 
in the field or to a beleaguered fortress ; but this country does 
not accept the doctrine, apparently put forward by Russia, that 
coal, foodstuffs, and cotton, if being conveyed to Japan, are 
absolute contraband. 





Ar THE cxosE of his speech Mr. Batrour adverted to a om, 
sideration which has been obvious since the beginning of tk 
controversy. ‘‘ We have,” he said, ‘‘in our time been bellj 
ents, and have exercised belligerent rights to the full. It 
be, though I hope not in our time, that we may be belligeren 
again, and that we shall have to appeal to the law of nations y 
enable us to protect our rights as belligerents, and that we shal 
then be obliged to ignore, in the interest of our own self-py, 
servation, the interests of neutral shippers who are engaged m 
the risky, but no doubt perfectly legitimate, operation of carry. 
ing contraband of war to our enemies. Never let any natin 
forget that those who are at peace to-day may be at wart 
morrow, and that those who are at war to-day may be 
peace to-morrow.” Of course this is so, and the indignatin 
which many feel at the interference with our shipping an 
the general disturbance of our trade is probably by 
the reproduction of indignation felt in other countrig 
in the latter part of the eighteenth and the beginnin 
of the nineteenth centuries, when we were oexercisi 
similar rights. At the same time it is not necessary to put th 
rights of belligerents too high, or to admit that the commerce gf 
the world must be always liable to be jeopardized by th 
misfortune of two nations going to war. It may be hoped tha 
as the outcome of the present circumstances the whole question 
may receive fresh consideration, and that the rights of neutral 
may be emphatically asserted, and, if possible, extended. Assua. 
ing that a certain amount of contraband trade goes on, yetth 
burden of the right of search is not limited, as Mr. Batrour’s 
words might import, to ships engaged in such trade. It is onal 
ships alike, and the trouble caused by the assertion of the right 
is probably out of proportion to any benefit the belligerent may 
expect to derive. 





Tue DerartMEentTaL Committee who have recently presented 
their report on the law of compensation for injuries to workma 
do not appear to have been much impressed by a complaint 
addressed to them by a firm of engineers and contractors ast 
the working of the statutes which regulate the rights of 
employers and employed. The complaint is that workmen ar 
finding out that, owing to the expense of fighting every case, 
employers and insurance companies will settle the most unfair 
claims rather than take them into court, and that it is nowa 
comm<«n thing, when a man is injured in the ordinary course o 
his employment through no neglect on the part of his employer 
or his representatives, and through no defect in the plant—ani 
even when compensation has been tendered and accepted under 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897—for the injured 
man to prefer a claim under the Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, 
complaining of various defects and defaults, a claim which 
could not possibly be sustaised if it were brought inw 
court. It is added that the Workmen’s Oompensatio 
Act is now practically ignored and that almost all claim 
are made under the Employers’ Liability Act. We are wholly 
unable to follow this highly coloured statement. The lav 
requires the workman to exercise his option as to whether he 
will pursue his remedy under the Employers’ Liability Act # 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act. It may occasionally happet 
that an employer in order to save expense will settle a claim 
which he believes to be unfounded. It is much to be regretted 
that this should ever happen, but one has only to look in ow 
law reports to see that the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 189i, 
is actively in operation. 





Ir 1s stated in a newspaper paragraph that the chemists d 
Rome have formed themselves into a corporate body in onde 
to take proceedings against Bapmxer for characterizing thet 
establishments in his guide-book as being unreliable and & 
pensive. Assuming that this statement is well founded, it woull 
appear that the remedy for defamation in Italy is more exter 
sive than that which is conferred by English law. In# 
action for defamation in the English courts it is necessary ¥ 
shew that the defamatory words refer to some ascertained or # 
certainable person, and that person must be the plaintiff. In th 
words of the late Mr. Justice Wiizzs, “If a man wrote thaté 
lawyers were thieves, no particular lawyer could sue him, ula 
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there is something to point to the particular individual.” Or as 
the law is stated in Odgers on Libel and Slander, ‘“‘ Though the 
words used may at first sight appear only to apply to a class or 
pumber of persons, and not to be specially defamatory of any 
individual, still an action may be maintained by any particular 
member of that class who can satisfy the jury that the words re- 
ferred solely or specially to himself. The words must be capable 
of bearing such special application or the judge should stop the 
ease.” It is true that where the defamatory words reflected on 
a public body and were likely to cause outrage or violence, the 
courts have granted criminal informations against the authors of 
the libels. In one of these cases the alleged libel was on the 
dergy of the diocese of Durham, and in another on the justices 
of the peace for the county of Suffolk. But we can find no 
instance of an information being granted for a libel on the 
members of a particular trade, and the courts have of late 
shewn little disposition to entertain applications for this extra- 
ordinary remedy. ' 





Tue coMMENTS which have appeared in the English newspapers 
on the acts of the Russian Government during the present war 
may serve to illustrate the great advance which, in the space of 
acentury, has been made in the liberty of the press. In the 
year 1799 the Courter published the following passage: ‘The 
Emperor of Russia is rendering himself obnoxious to his subjects 
by various acts of tyranny, and ridiculous in the eyes of Europe 
by his inconsistency. He has now passed an edict prohibiting 
the exportation of timber, deals, and other naval stores. In 
consequence of this ill-timed law upwards of 100 sail of vessels 
are likely to return to this kingdom without freights.” A 
criminal infcrmation having been granted, the case was tried 
before Lord Kenyon, and, in spite of an excellent speech by 
Mr. Ersxivg for the defence, the Crown obtained a verdict. 
The proprietor of the Courier was fined £100 and sentenced to 
six months’ imprisonment, and to find sureties for five years 
from the expiration of the term. The printer and publisher 
were also sentenced to one month’s imprisonment. It is scarcely 
necessary to say that the great change in the attitude of the 
English Government since the date of this prosecution has not 
been the result of any change in the law. 








The Definition of “Owner” in the 


Metropolis Management Acts. 


Tas Court of Appeal (Zimes, 8th July) has reversed the judg- 
ment of the late Mr. Justice Wricur in the case of Mayor, &c., 


of Hackney v. Lea Conservancy Board. The appellants had 
paved a new street, and apportioned part of the expenses on the 
board as the “owners” of land abutting on the street. The 
land in question was a retaining bank, about twenty-six feet 
wide at the base and from ten to fifteen feet at the top, which 
the predecessors of the board had constructed, under their 
statutory powers, for the purpose of strengthening the bank of 
the Hackney Cut, and thus maintaining the navigation of the 
lea. The word “ owner” is defined by section 250 of the 
Metropolis Management Act, 1855, as ‘the person for the time 
eing receiving the rack-rent of the lands or premises in con- 
nection with which the said word is used, whether on his own 
account or as agent or trustee for any other person, or 
who would so receive the same if such land or premises were 
letat a rack-rent.” Waicut, J., held that the Lea Conservancy 
Were not “ owners,’’ as they held the land “as trustees for public 
pu ses inconsistent with the land being rack-rented as between 
indlord and tenant.”’ But the Oourt of Appeal have taken a 
different view. The Master of the Rolls inclined to the 
Opinion that the board were not inhibited from letting 
the land even while they continued to hold it for 
the purposes of the trust. But, however that might be, 
®y were at any rate empowered in certain circumstances to sell 
the land; and thus the incapacity of the land to be let at a rack- 
rent, if it existed, was not perpetual. It is worthy of obser- 
vation that the Master of the Rolls, towards the end of his 
judgment, intimated a doubt whether even perpetual incapacity 
to let land, which is capable of beneficial occupation and is 





being actually beneficially occupied, would exempt from liability 
to paving expenses. Generally a decision upon this point has 
been evaded by findings of fact similar to those in the Lea Con- 
servancy case, cp., ¢.g, Hornsey District Council vy. Smith (1896, 
2 Ch. 255). But there is a judgment of Sirtine, J., which is a 
direct authority that such incapacity does not exempt: 2e 
Christchurch Enelosure Act, Meyrick y. Attorney-General (1894, 3 
Ch. 209). 

On the other hand, the following dictum by Bowzn, L.J., to the 
contrary effect is often cited: ‘‘ Whether, in the case of premises 
which were prevented by an Act of Parliament from being let 
at a rack-rent, there ever could be an ‘ owner’ within the mean- 
ing of section 250 of the pre pag: Management Act, 1855, I 
very much doubt. I am inclined to think that, if the incapacity 
to be let were stamped on the premises, they never could have 
an ‘owner’ within the meaning of section 250”: Wright v. 
Ingle (16 Q. B D., at p. 402). At any rate it seems from the 
decision in Vestry of Camberwell v. London Cemetery Co. (1894, 
1 Q. B. 699) that the phrase “‘ let at a rack-rent”’ in this connec- 
tion need not be strictly construed, but that what is equivalent to 
a rack-rent will suffice. In that case a cemetery company were by 
statute prohibited from selling or disposing of any of the conse- 
crated land belonging to them, and such land was for ever to be set 
apart acd used exclusively for purposes of Christian burial; but 
they were empowered to make profits by selling or disposing of 
the exclusive right of burial, either in perpetuity or for a limited 
period. Cox.ins, J., in his judgment, said: ‘‘In order to be 
exempt the land must be extra commercium ; but when the owners 
are entitled by statute to use it beneficially, receiving as profit a 
lump sum which is equivalent to a rack-rent, the land is not extra 
commercium. It would be too narrow a conclusion that, because 
the reditus is not received in the shape of a rack-rent, the land is 
placed «xtra commercium, and the owners are not ‘owners’ within 
the meaning of the statute.” Moreover, it would appear that 
‘rack-rent’ is capable of meaning merely the best rent which 
the premises can earn, having regard to all the circumstances 
(including any statutory restrictions upon their user). Thus, in 
London County Council v. Wandsworth Borough Council (1903, 
1 K. B. 797), Vavenan Wituiams, L.J., said: “Ido not think 
that the fact, that the statutory conditions under which the land 
is held prevent so high a rent from being obtained as might 
have been obtained but for the limitations of user imposed by 
those conditions, negatives the rent received being rack-rent 
within the definition.” It may be further observed that the 
term ‘‘rack-rent” is introduced, not in order to mark out the 
premises which are chargeable, but altogether alio intwitu— 
namely, to define the interest in the premises which will make 
the owner personally liable. 

For these reasons it may perhaps be inferred that, with refer- 
ence to the point now under consideration, ‘‘ let at a rack-rent”’ 
in the definition of owner means little, if anything, more than 
‘‘let’ within the meaning of section 1 of the Parochial Assess- 
ments Act, 1836, which lays down the measure of rateability ; 
and, further, that a mere statutory prohibition against letting 
premises no more exempts them from chargeability with paving 
expenses than it exempts them from rating. Upon the latter 
point reference may be made to the case of Owens College v. 
Chorlton on Medlock (18 Q. B. D. 403). The governors of Owens 
College occupied premises which (in the phrase of Bowsy, L.J.) 
were ‘‘ stamped with an incapacity to be let,” and it was held that 
the governors could not be regarded as a hypothetical tenant 
for the purpose of determining the quantum of rateability. But 
the House of Lords, in London County Council v. Erith (1893, 
A. C. 562), expressly overruled the decision in the Owens College 
case, and Lord HerscHE.t, in the course of his judgment, made 
the following observations : ‘‘ A private individual might receive 
money under an obligation to erect with it a building on a par- 
ticular site to be occupied by him during his lifetime, and with 
a prohibition against letting it to anyone else. If the principle 
adopted in the Owens College case be a sound one, such an owner 
would, I presume, be equally excluded from consideration.” 








The Board of Trade has issued a notice, according to which section 1 
of the Patents Act of 1902 will come into force on the Ist of January next, 
after which date there will be an examination as to the novelty of 

ventions. 
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Cases of the Week. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 


Re COLUMBIA (CHARTERS TOWERS) GOLD MINE (LIMITED AND 
REDUCED) AND 2c THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1867 to 1897. 31st Aug. 


Company Law—Co.onrat Recister—Repvction or CaprrAL—ForM OF 
ConFIRMATION ORDER. 


Petition praying that the reduction of capital to be effected by special 
resolution might be confirmed, and that a certain minute hereinafter 
mentioned might be approved by the court; that the addition of the 
words ‘‘ and reduced ’’ to the name of the company might be dispensed 
with-altogether ; or that such other order might be made in the premises 
agto'the court should seem fit. «In support of the petition it was said that the 
petitioner, the above-named company, was incorporated in the year 1895 
under the Companies Acts, 1862 to 1890, as acompany limited by shares. 
The registered office of the company is situated at No. 6, Great St. Helens, 
in the city of London. The objects for which the company was estab- 
lished are the acquisition, development, and working of gold mining 
leases on the rs Towers Gold Field in Queensland and elsewhere, 
and other objects set forth in the memorandum of association thereof. 
The memorandum of association also contains power for the company to 
increase, reduce, or sub-divide itscapital. The original capital of the company 
was £60,000, divided into 60,000 shares of £1 each (hereinafter called ordinary 
shares), but in the year 1900 by extraordinary resolutions duly passed and 
confirmed the capital of the company was increased to £80,000 by the 
creation of 40,000 new shares of 10s. each, then and hereinafter called 
*“*A” shares. Each of the ‘“‘A”’ shares of 10s. was to rank for divi- 
dend as if it were an ordinary share of £1, but no special rights as to 
capital were attached tothe ‘‘A’’ shares. Of the ordinary shares 59,968, 
and no more, have been issued and are fully paid up except only that 
certain calls are in arrear. By a special resolution of the company duly 
passed and confirmed in accordance with section 51 of the Companies 
Act, 1862, at extraordinary general meetings of the company held 

ively on the Ist and the 17th days of June, 1904, it was 
resolved as follows—namely: ‘‘That the capital of the company be 
reduced from £80,000 (divided into 60,000 ordinary shares of £1 each and 
40,000 ‘ A’ shares of 10s. each), and that such reduction be effected by 
cancelling paid-up capital which has been lost or is unrepresented by avail- 
able assets to the extent of 10s. per share on each of the ordinary shares.”’ 
Previously to the passing of such special resolution, paid-up capital of the 
company to the extent of £30,000 and upwards had been lost or become 
unrepresented by available assets. The reduction of capital aforesaid 
does not involve either the diminution of any liability in respect of unpaid 
capital or the payment to any shareholder of any paid-up capital. The 
form of minute proposed to be registered is as follows: ‘‘ The capital 
of Columbia Bg og Towers) Gold Mine (Limited) henceforth is 
£50,000 divided into 100,000 shares of 10s. each instead of £80,000 divided 
into 60,000 ordinary shares of £1 each and 40,000‘ A’ shares of 10s. each 
At the time of the registration of the minute 99,968 of the said shares 
have been issued and 32 shares are unissued. On the said 99,968 shares 
so issued the following amounts are to be deemed to have been paid up, 
viz., 59,968 shares numbered 1 to 59,968 inclusive (except the shares 
numbered 3, 4, and 6) are to be deemed fully paid up, and the three shares 
numbered 3, 4, and 6 are to be deemedto have nothing paid up thereon, and 
the following shares are to be deemed to be paid up to the following 
extent (in addition to any calls thereon which may have been paid 
since the 3lst of December, 1903) ... .” ‘The minute then 
a the shares and the amounts deemed to be paid up. 
‘uch the ter number of the *‘A”’ shares are held by persons in 
Gaecahel ond are transferred in a colonial register established in 
Queensland for the purpose under the company’s articles of association. 
Calls on the “‘ A’’ shares so held in Queensland are made payable in the 
colony and not in this country. Before the 31st of December, 1903, the 
total calls which had been made on the ‘“‘A” shares were 8s. 9d. per 
share, and there were at that date considerable arrears, amounting in all to 
£1,236 1s. 11d., as appeared from the reports received by the board in 
London from the company’s local administration in Queensland by post 
in the course of the company’s practice for the purpose of the 
company’s 1903 balance-sheet. Since the 3lst of December, 
1903, three more calls have become payable on the “‘A”’ shares— 
viz., 3d. a share on the 11th of January, the 11th of February, 
and the 3lst of March, 1904. The details as to the calls were 
necessarily so voluminous, owing to the great number of the “A” 
shares and the number of the holders, that to ascertain them by telegraph 
is impossible. Consequently it is never possible to say in this country the 
exact amount which has been paid on all the individual ‘“‘A’’ shares at 
any given moment. The details cannot be brought down to a date later 
than, say, six weeks previously. It is therefore impossible to formulate an 
exact list of the ‘‘ A’’ shares, specifying what exactly has been paid on 
each of them. The board has, however, received from its colonial adminis- 
tration a telegram shewing the total arrears in Australia on the 13th 
of July, 1904. The telegram is as follows: ‘‘ Arrears £573 15s., in addition 
to £815 98. 5d.on accountof forfeited shares. By next mail full particulars will 
be sent.’’ In addition to the English register the company under its articles 
of ion, and in compliance with the requirements of the laws in force 


in Queensland, has also established a colonial register for registerin 
transfers in Queensland. Many shareholders are registered in poe 
colonial register. There was not, however, either on the 20th of May, 
1904, or on the 5th of June, 1904, nor, indeed, at any date since last March, 


any in the colonial register whose registered address is 


— 


in the United Kingdom. The Queensland shares will not be affected by 
the reduction. vie 

BicHam, J., made the following order: Upon an affidavit being fil 
proving the particulars of the share holdings shewn by the regi 
amended as at the 13th of July last, and that the same are in acco 
with the particulars of that date now received from Queensland, and aly 
exhibiting an amended minute signed by counsel in the same form as the 
proposed minute, but carrying the particulars to the 13th of July lag, 
Order. confirming the reduction and directing the registration of the 
amended minute. The order and minute to be advertised in the same 
papers as before, and the words ‘‘and reduced ’’ to be used for a month,— 
CounsEL, Seymour Eastwood. Sowicrrors, Ramsden § Co. 


[Reported by J. E. Aupous, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 








Cases of Last Sittings. 


Court of Appeal. 


Re W. H. HOLMES (DECEASED). SMILES v. HOLMES, 
5th July. 


Witt—Construction—Girts To Persons on ATTaArntInc TWENTY-sIx Yzars 
or Ace—Girrs OvER—Divestine CLAUSE. 

This was an action brought by certain executors and trustees for the 
determination of the construction of the will, and for the administration of 
the estate of the testator W. H. Holmes. The facts were as follows: 
his will, dated the 5th of November, 1862, the above-named testator 
appointed his wife Margaret Holmes Holmes W. 8. T. Sandilands, and 
W. Herbert executors thereof, and after directing the payment of an 
annuity, and pointing out the means by which it could be raised, he 
devised all the residue of his real and personal estate unto his said 
executors, &c., upon trust to sell the same and invest the proceeds as 
therein mentioned, with a power of postponement. And he declared that 
all his estate should be held upon trust to pay the interest thereof to his 
wife during her widowhood, and after her death or marriage his said estate 
should be held upon the trusts therein declared for the benefit of his issue 
(if any), and the will continued: ‘‘ But in case I shall have no child o 
children or issue as aforesaid living on the decease or marriage again of my 
said wife(which shall first happen), my said estate (subject as aforesaid) shall 
beheld upon thetrusts following (that is tosay), as to £5,000, part thereof, upon 
trust for the eldest son then living of my cousin H. O. Holmes and for each 
of the younger sons (if any) and the daughters then living of my same 
cousin £2,000, further part thereof, such several sums to be paid to them 
respectively when and as they shall severally attain the age of twenty-six 
years, and upon further trust for each of the younger sons (if any) and the 
daughters then living of my cousin W. H. Holmes £2,000, part thereof, 
to be paid to them respectively when and as they shall attain the age of 
twenty-six years. And as to £2,000 further part thereof upon trust for 
the daughter of my late cousin J. O. Holmes, to be paid to her on her 
attaining the age of twenty-six years. And as to all the residue of my 
estate subject to the said annuities and the gifts and bequests hereinbefore 
contained the same shall be upon trust for the eldest son living at the 
decease of my said wife or marriage (which shall first happen) of my cousin 
W. Holmes, to be paid or transferred to him on his attaining the age of 
twenty-six years. But in case any one or more of the said gifts or bequests 
hereinbefore contained shall fail absolutely to vest under or by virtue 
of the trusts herein contained, then as to such gifts and bequests 
so failing to vest the same shall go over and be in trust for the said 
children of my said mother living at the time of such failure of vesting in 
equal shares. . . .’’ The testator died on the 20th of October, 1885, 
without having revoked his said will, and it was proved by the executors 
therein named on the 18th of August, 1886, in the principal registry of the 
Probate Division. The testator had no children. All the testator’s trustees 
had died, his wife as surviving trustee appointing the plaintiffs her 
executors. H.O. Holmes died on the 4th ms  otaniae By 1893, having had 
three children, all of whom predeceased the testator. The testator’s 
cousin W. Holmes also died, leaving three children, all of whom had attained 
the age of twenty-six years. One of them, William Holmes—one of the 
respondents—claimed to be residuary legatee under the will, others being H. 
es and C.Holmes. Another of the respondents was Emily F. Holmes, # 
daughter of the testator’s cousin J. O. Holmes, who had attaimed the age 
of twenty-six years and was married to the respondent W. Holmes. 
There were seven children of the testator’s mother, of whom four only 
were living at the death of the testator’s widow, they were the respon- 
dents Edward Smith, Arabella Smith, Mary Smith, and Robert Smith. 
The respondent W. Holmes mortgaged his interest under the testator’ 
will tothe Norwich Union Life Insurance Society, who were added to the 
list of respondents. Certain difficulties having ari-en with respect to the 
construction of the will, the executors took out aroriginating summons 0 
have the question determined whether the trusts in the said will containe 
of £2,000 for each of the younger sons and daughters of the testators 
cousin W. Holmes living at rc wil or marriage again of the testator’s 
widow to be paid to them respectively on their attaining twenty-six years 
of age, and a similar trust of £2,000 for the daughter of the testator’ 
cousin J. O. Holmes to be paid to her on her attaining twenty years of 
age, and the trust of the residue of the testator's estate for the eldest som 
living at the decease or marriage again of the testator’s widow of his 
cousin W. Holmes to be paid to him on his attaining twenty-six years of 

e, or any of them failed ; also the effect of the gift over in trust for the 
children of the testator’s mether ; if the aforesaid gifts failed absolutely; 


No, 2, 





and whether the testator died intestate. Byrne, J., before whom 
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matter came, held that the said trusts did not fail, that the gift over had no 
effect, and that the testator had not died intestate. Shortly before the 


appeal was brought, all the interests of the Smith defendants became vested 
in Mary Smith by an indenture dated the 26th of March, 1894. The 
defendant Mary Smith appealed. 

Taz Court (VaucHAN WI.i14Ms, Romer, and Cozzens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 
dismissed the appeal. 

Vavenan WiuuiaMs, L.J.—I think the judgment of Byrne, J., should be 
affirmed. I will only refer to the material parts of the will, but I think 
the only question before us here is the particular intention of the testator 
as shewn in paragraph 5. [His lordship read the trusts and proviso in the 
will set out above, and continued :] Then, that being the nature of this 
provision, one comes to the clause relating to the gift over. [His lordship 
read it.] Now in fact at the death of the wife, who never married again, there 
was no person then in existence who answered the description of the person 
who was to take the £5,000. It is said, although that is the state of 
affairs, nevertheless this gift over is to take effect. In my opinion it is a 
question of intention of the testator, did he intend it totake effect at the death 
of his wife? I think the testator did not intend the gift over to take effect 
merely because of the non-existence of this person, and one has the word 
‘“‘fail.”’ If one goes on and reads this clause, I think it is clear that the 
words which are used here, ‘‘fail absolutely,’? mean ‘fail to vest 
indefeasibly.”” I think this has not happened. 

Romer, L.J.—I have come to the same conclusion. It is not a case for 
authorities. The right interpretation of the will is in the will itself. I think 
the testator is very clear. This gift over is a divesting gift, and it appears 
so for many reasons, one of which is that these gifts only come into exist- 
ence at the death or remarriage of the testator’s widow. Then there is a 
gift to younger sons and daughters, and in not one of these legacies is it 
contemplated by the testator that the legatee should take at once, it is 
expressly said, only when the legatee attains twenty-six. With regard to 
the gift over, it is said that the testator contemplated its applying to each 
of the younger daughters. To my mind its meaning is plain, from the 
maintenance clause, where the testator clearly refers to the gifts as being 
legacies passing when the legatee attains twenty-six. Taking the whole 
— there is no doubt, from the gift over, it is meant to be a divesting 

use. 

Cozens-Harpy, L.J.—I agree, and have nothing to add.—Covnszt, 
Levett, K.C., and Vaughan Hawkins ; Carson, K.C., G. Cave, K.C., and A. 
Begg ; E. Beaumont. Soxicrrors, Sandilands § Co. ; Houghton § Son. 


[Reported by A. R. Tayiounr, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 

















High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
EMBIRICOS v. ANGLO-AUSTRIAN BANK. Walton, J. 10th August. 


Bank—Curque—Forcep Inporsement—Sroten CnHEeque—Conversion— 
HotpEr—Avstrian Law—Bitts or Excnance Act, 1882, ss. 24 anv 72. 


Action in Commercial Court. Claim for £250 for damages for the wrongful 
conversion of a cheque. ‘The plaintiffs were the payees of the cheque 
which was stolen and fraudulently indorsed toa bank in Vienna. That 
bank took in good faith and indorsed the cheque to the defendants. The 
plaintiffs had bought the cheque from the Banque Générale Roumaine for 
the purpose of making a remittance to G. E. & Co., who carry on business 
inLondon. The Banque Générale on the 9th of March, 1903, drew the 
cheque on the Direction der Disconto Gesellschaft in London payable 
to plaintiffs or order. The plaintiffs indorsed the cheque to G. E. 
& Oo., and enclosed it in an envelope for postage to London. 
The cheque was stolen, the indorsement forged, and a bank in Vienna 
asked (on the 9th of March) to cash it. After communicating with the 
ag Générale, the bank in Vienna cashed the cheque, and then indorsed 
the cheque to the defendants, who presented it to the bank on which it 
was drawn. On the 14th of March the loss of the cheque was discovered, 
but too late to stop payment. The plaintiffs contended that the 
defendants were liable for the conversion of the cheque, and that section 
24 of the Bills of Exchange Act applied. The plaintiffs contended that the 
circumstances of the transfer in Vienna were such as, in Austrian law, to 
give a good title to the bank. The defendants’ title was derived from the 
bank in Vienna. Austrian law was applicable. Cammell v. Sewell (29 L. J. Ex. 
350), Castrique v. Imrie (4 H. L. 414), Hooper v. Gunn, (2 Ch. 282), Alcock 
v. Smith (1892, 1 Ch. 238), Williams v. Colonial Bank (15 App. Cas. 267), 
Lacave v. Crédit Lyonnais (1897, 1 Q. B. 148), and Kleinworts ¢ Co. v. Comptoir 
National d@’ Escompte de Paris (1894,2 Q.B.157) were referredto. Dicey’s Con- 
flict of Laws, rule 140, states: ‘‘An assignment of a movable which can 
be touched (goods), giving a good title thereto according to the law of the 
country where the movable is situate at the time of the assignment (/ex situs) 
is valid.” By Austrian law it is provided that the holder of a cheque 
which he has bought bond fide and for value is identified as proprietor of 
the cheque and entitled to the proceeds thereof against all the world, not- 
Withstanding that the cheque has previously been stolen and notwith- 
standing that the indorsement has been forged, provided there has been no 
negligence. Cur. adv, vult. 

auton, J., said that the question was whether the validity of the 
indorsement and the transfer in Vienna depended on Austrian or English 
law. The principle laid down in Alcock v. Smith, which applied to chattels, 
applied also to cheques. In the present case the sale in market overt was 
somewhat analogous. Indorsement in the Bills of Exchange Act meant 
something more than mere writing on the back of the cheque; it meant 
the transaction of delivering a cheque indorsed. This case was analogous 
to a case in which a chattel was transferred in Vienna in such a way as to 
give a good title in Austria, The Austrian law was _—a and the 
case of Alcock v. Smith governed the case. Judgment for the defendants. 





—Oovunset, Bankes, K.0., and de Gruyther ; Cohen, K.C., and Maurice Hill, 
Sontcrrors, Downing, Handcock, Middleton, § Lewis ; Bircham § Co. 
[Reported by W. T. Turron, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


CANADIAN AND PACIFIC RAILWAY CO. v. ELDER, DEMPSTER,'& CO. 
Walton, J. 12th August. 
Conrract—ConstrucTION—PayMENT RecetveD Prion to TRANSFER OF 
Business For SERvicEs TO BE PERFORMED SuBsEQUENTLY—‘“‘ BeneriT oF 

ALL PassENGER ENGAGEMENTS ENTERED Into By VENDORS.” 


The defendants, by an agreement dated the 19th of March, 1903, sold 
and transferred to the plaintiffs (i.) certain steam ships (ii.) free from 
incumbrances as and from the 15th of April, 1903, the goodwill of such 
portion of the business of the vendors as steamship owners . . . 
shipping and forwarding agents . . . as related to certain specified 
lines . . . either alone or in conjunction with others, together with 
the benefit of all freight and engagements entered into by the 
vendors in connection with their said . . . trade. The defendants 
had ‘many agents, one of whom, W., remained in their employ up to 
the 15th of April, 1903, and then entered the service of the tiffs, 
Prior to the hapa of i W., or ae oer os — certain 
prepayments by persons who proposed on the lines question, or 
valid for others todoso. These — were received by W. while the 
business belonged to the defendants, but the passengers were carried 
by the plaintiffs subsequently to the 15th of April—ic., after 
the transfer of the lines to them: W. had not paid over the 
sums so received, and the plaintiffs now sought to recover those 
sums from the defendants. For the plaintiffs it was al that 
the receipt by the agencies was gem to the receipt by the defendants. 
They had bought the benefit of the vendors passenger engagements, and 
money had been received by the defendants in res of some passengers 
carried by the plaintiffs. Lond eg had the burden and were 
therefore entitled to the it. The defendants contended that the 
plaintiffs had bought the business as a going concern, the accounts, and the 
— and that the plaintiffs could look to the agencies for any money 

ue to them. 

Watton, J., said that the contract could not be so construed as to mean 
that the plaintiffs had simply the right to look to theagencies. The 
were not bound to be taken over under the agreement. As re the 
money received by the defendants prior tothe 15th of April, for which 
passengers had been carried subsequently to that date, the P no oon were ° 
entitled to recover, when ascertained.—CounseL, J. A. Hamilton, K.C., 
Baithache, and Snowden; Scrutton, K.C., Leck, and J. D. 
Soxicrrors, W. A. Crump & Son ; Lawrence, Jones, § Co. 

[Reported by W. T. Turton, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 








Obituary. 
Mr. Frederic Andrew Inderwick, K.C. 


Mr. Frederic Andrew Inderwick, K.O0., one of his ery Com- 
missioners in Lunacy, who died on the 15th ult. at the of sixty-eight, 
was the son of the late Mr. A, Inderwick, of the Navy. He was 
educated at Trinity orn, Cambridge, and was to the bar at the 
Inner Temple in 1858. He contested Cirencester in 1868 and Dover in 1874 
without success, but he entered Parliament as Member for the Rye Division 
in 1880, and represented that constituency as a Liberal till 1885. He took 
silk in 1874, and was elected a bencher of his inn in 1877. He was twice 
Mayor of Winchelsea—in 1892 and 1902. He had a large practice in the 
Probate, Admiralty, and Divorce Division. Last year he was appointed a 
Commissioner in Lunacy. He was well known as an antiquary author, 
and he did a notable literary work for his inn and for the bar generally by 
editing the three volumes of the Iuner Temple Records. He married in 
1857 Frances, the daughter of Mr. John Wilkinson, of the Exchequer and 
Audit Department. 


Mr. Thomas Perronet Edward Thompson. 


Mr. Thomas Perronet Edward Thompson, sometime judge of county 
courts, died on the 25th of August at Beaconsfield Lodge, Lansdown, 
Bath, at the age of ninety-one. Mr. Thompson was born in 1813, the 
sen of the late General T. Perronet Thompson, M.P., F.R.S. He was 
educated at Cambridge, and was called to the bar by Lincoln’s-inn in 
1838. At one time he held the of Scarborough, and in 1872 
he was appointed judge of No. 6 County Court Circuit, the duties of which 
office he performed fifteen years. Mr. Thompson, who married in 
1846 Ellen, rae ma of Mr. E. James, of Totnes, was a justice of the 
peace for Lancashire. 








When Baron Parke, says the Glode, in “Wig and Gown,” began his 
distinguished career as a judge there was a Park already on the bench, and 


the members of the bar, te prevent confusion, one “* St. James's 
Parke ’’ and the other ‘‘ Green Park,’’ . With the appointment of Mr. A. T. 
Lawrence as Mr. Justice Wright’s successor—and a excellent appoint- 
ment it is—the bench has again two judges of the same name, 
The bar will not find it necessary, however, to a jest in order 
to distinguish Mr. Justice Lawrance from Mr. Justice Lawrence. The 
newly-appointed judge, following the exam of Mr. Justice A. L. 
Smith, will be known as Mr. Justice A. T. Lawrence. Mr. Justice 
Lawrance, who is the tallest man in the courts, had conferred upon him 
at the bar a sobriquet which has, of course, ceased to be used since he was 
raised to the bench. He was familiarly known as “‘ Long Lawrance.”’ 
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Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


Hersert Epwarp Apams and Epcar Hvconry, solicitors (Adams & 
Hugonin), 107, Long-acre, London. June 30. [ Gazette, Aug. 26. 


Ricwarp ALLEN Harprine and Frank James ALDRIDGE Leceetr, solicitors 
(Harding & Leggett), 16, King William-street, London. So far as 
regards the said Richard Allen Harding, who retires from the firm. 

[ Gazette, Aug. 30. 


General. 


It is understood, says the Daily News, that Mr. Hemming, K.C., one of 
the Official Referees of the Supreme Court, will shortly resign his appoint- 
ment. The learned gentleman, who is in his 83rd year, has held the office 
since November, 1887. He has been connected with the bar nearly sixty 
years, having entered as a student at Lincoln’s-inn in November, 1844. 


On Monday Mr. Frederick Mead took his seat at the Thames police- 
court for the first time since his serious illness, which began in February 
last. A number of solicitors and others concerned in the business of the 
court were present to welcome him back, and Mr. Bedford, Mr. Phelps, 
and Mr. Whitgreave voiced their feelings. Mr. Mead, in reply, expressed 
gratitude for the sympathy extended to him in hisillness. He was thankful 
to say he was now entirely recovered. 


On the 25th ult., says the Daily News, Stuart Dennis appeared before 
Mr. Curtis Bennett at Marylebone summoned for riding a bicycle to the 
common danger at Gloucester Gate Bridge, Regent’s Park. Shortly after 
10 o’clock at night eight constables were crossing the road in single file, 
and just as the leading constable was about to step on to the kerb defendant 
ran into him with a bicycle and a trailer, knocking him down. Defendant 
pleaded that he rang his bell, and if only the constable had slowed up for 
a second the accident would not havehappened. He was trailing a lady 
weighing eleven stone. Mr. Curtis Bennett said he agreed with Lord 
Bramwell, who held many years ago that people had a perfect right to 
walk in the roadway if they thought fit, and it was the bounden duty of 
those who used the roadway for the purpose of riding or driving to give 
way tothem. This fact was particularly pertinent in these days of motor- 
cars and bicycles. He fined defendant 10s., with 2s. costs. 








The Property Mart. 


Result of Sale. 
Reversions anp Lire Po.icies. 
Messrs. H. E. Foster & Crawrizip held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 770) of the 
above Interests at the Mart, E.C., on Thursday last, when the whole of the lots offered 
were sold, the total of sale being £3,585. 
REVERSIONS : 


To One-fifth of £17,364 .. ; ; =. ae ; ‘on . 
——' to A Shares of £100 each in the London and Westminster 
To £1,000; life 40 pee ae as ». che oa a ooo 8 lp OD 
To £1,000 ; life 40 os ui ene we as > oo ae 
Absolute to a Share of Freehold Property and Railway Stocks; life 30 100 
LIFE POLICIES: 
For £300; life 70... Bas iol Ree a0 in on oes on 250 
For £1,500; life 56 on iss ont on ad ae ane 930 
For £1,500 ; life 44 os en ae ove an ove oe en 435 


£ 
Bold 640 
» 750 








‘indi Not 
Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—Fuipay, Aug, 26. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lawitep 1x Caancery. 
Assets Devetoruest Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 15, to send 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims to Thomas 
Turketine, 52, Coleman st. Gush & Co, Finsbury circus, solors for liquidator 
Havop Euoxppva Coxiizezy Co, Linttep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 30, to 
. send their names and ad , and the particulars of their debts or claims, to R H 
March, 56, Mount Stuart sq, Cardiff 
Moroz Masvractugixe Co, Limirzp —Petn for winding up, presented Aug 22, directed 
to be heard Oct 25. Grant & Co, Strand, for Parker & Ayre, Manchester, solors for 
petmer. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in 
the afternoon of Oct 24 
Prato, Lauirev—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 19, directed to be heard 7. 
Platts & Co, Norfolk st, Strand, solors for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the 
named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Sept 6 
Sovrares Srates Puorzeries, Liuirep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 
6, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to 
William Tipton Davies, of 90 and 91, Queen st, Cheapside 
Tazxwa Raitway axp Mises Syspicate, Liuirep — Creditors are required on or before 
Nov 26, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Joseph Barnabus Pengelly, 2%, St Swithin’s In. Ingle & Co, Broad st House, 
wlors to the liquidator 
London Gasette,—Tuxsvay, Aug. 30. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lamirep is Cuaxcery. 
Baxsour’s Pezranations, Linrrev—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 19, directed to be 
Ot. Greville-Smith, Clement's inn, Strand. Notice of appearing must reach 
the above-named nut later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Oct 24 
a gene pe aa Ant fin pe ne —Oreditors are 2 ome on or before 
r names resses, and particulars of thei bts or claims, to 
Laman Herbert Evans, 24, Great 8 Helens / 








Sept. 3, 1904. 


De Groor & Rycrorr, Limrep—Creditors are required, on or before Bont 21, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Noel Wi 
Burbidge, Hooles chmbrs, Sheffield. Neill & Holland, Bradford, solors for liquidator 

Mrniye and Financrat Trust Syxpicate, Limite reditors are required, on or before 
Oct 12, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, tp 
Arthur George Brand and Charles Pakeman, 6, Draper’s gdns : 

StTarrorpsHirE Care Co, Limirep (1n Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or before 
Oct 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Edward Lewis Cullwick, 20, Horseley fields, Wolverhampton. Fowler & Co, Wolver. 
hampton, solors for liquidator 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or CLam. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Aug. 9. 


Bureez, Ropert Cuarzezs, Fish , Pembroke, Hotel Proprietor Oct 1 Owen v Killin 
, Joyce, J Woolmer, Temple av 
Coox, Ex: Tuomas, 19, Wormwood st, London, Tailor Sept 9 Blake & Co v Cook, 
Buckley, J Masterman, New Broad st ’ 
Wasp, Emma Evizaseru, Brandon rd, Walthamstow, Essex Oct 21 Himmell v New- 
march, Kekewich and Joyce, JJ Butler, Mark In 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug 12. 


Fuaser, THomas, jun, High Offiey, Stafford, Farmer Sept 30 Leigh v Adderley, Keke- 
wich and Joyce, JJ Adderley, Longton 

Jackson, CuarLes Epwarp, Uplands Park, Enfield, Solicitor Oct 1 Weld v Jackson, 
Warrington, J Lloyd, Wormwood st : ; 

Wuirt, Henzy, Lansdowne rd, Notting Hill, Solicitor Sept 30 Moir v White, Joyce, J 
Cuteliffe, Bird in hand ct, Cheapside 


London Gazeite.—Torsoay, Aug 16. 


Knicuts, Josnua, Baltic Wharf, Buckingham Palace rd, Timber Merchant Sept 20 
Heath v Knights, Farwell, J Lea, Lime st 
Mitts, Witu1am, Bridgford, Nottingham, Innkeeper Oct 10 Branston vy Mills, Eady, J 
Berryman, Nottangham 
London Gazette.—Faipay, Aug. 19. 


MerepiTH, Joun Freperick James, Torrington sq, Solicitor Oct 1 Brigstocke v Meredith, 
Kekewich, J North, Aurial rd, West Kensington 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug. 26. 


Hayes, Joun Epgzy, St Albans, Herts, Carriage Builder Oct 25 Edmunds v Hajes, 
Buckley, J Langley, Bedford row 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Cuarm. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug. 19. 


Batt, Harry, Chester, Cab Proprietor Sept19 Bate, Chester 

Baru, Ropert Price, East Finchley Sept 20 G& W Webb, New Broad st 

Besso, Joserps, Chorlton cum Hardy, Lancaster Sept 20 Powell, Manchester 

Birtoyx, Ann, Southsea, Hants Sept 24 Edmonds, Portsmouth 

Bureass, Emity Magia, Granville pl, Portman sq Sept 16 Cooper & Bake, Portman st, 
Portman sq 

Busrivez, Arruur Francis, Bexley, Kent, Actuary Sept 20 Robins & Co, Lincoln’s 
inn fields 

CuresericuT, Martua Ayn, Littleport, Cambridge Sept 17 Hall, Ely 

Cures, Mary Ann, Thomas’s pl, Goswell rd Oct 31 Slater, High Holborn 

Cook, James, Blackburn, Hairdresser Sept 1 Rennison, blucabura 

Coorgr, Bexvamin, Stroud, Glos, Woollen Manufacturer’s ent Sept9 Norris, Stroud 

Cornisu, JAMES Epwakgp, Manchester, Bookseller Sept17 Foyster & Co, Manchester 

Davies, Rev Ricuasp, Holywell, Flint Sept 16 Davies, Denbigh 

Duruam, James, Dunley Lodge, nr Stourport, Worcester Sept 10 Loft, Stourport 

Epaar, Jonny, Blackhill, Durham Sept 24 Booth & Lazenby, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Fiamsteep, Cuartorre Catuerixe Dorotruy Dops.ey, Branksome Park, nr Bournemouth 
Sept 29 Preston & Francis, Bournemouth 

FiamsteeD, Evtex Susan Dopsiey, Branksome Park, nr Bournemouth Sept 29 Preston 
& Francis, Bournemouth 

Forrest, Colonel Gzorcz Haruestzy Wituiam, Bournemouth Oct 1 Hicks & Son, 
Gray’s ion 

Fow ez, GinoLane LIZA, Princeton st, Red Lionsq Sept 14 Richards, Wardrobe chmbrs, 
Doctors’ Commons 

Gee, Wituiam, Oldham Oct1 Ascroft & Co, Oldham 

Guy, Wi1.14M, Spalding, Lincoln Sept 30 Maples & Son, Spalding 

Hagsrivce, WitiiaM Riasy, Selattyn, Salop Oct 1 Thompson & Co, Birkenhead 

Harpern, Joun, Odd Rode, Chester, Baker Nov 2 nag = & Sons, Sandbach 

Hazwoop, Georce, Maida vale Sept 19 Routh & Co, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 

Hours, Katuanine Evizaseta, 8t Leonards on Sea Oct 1 Oldershawe, Cheyne gdns, 
Chelsea 


e! 
Huxtey, Tuomas, Chester Oct 1 Lee, Whitchurch, Salo 

Hewirt, Evtey, Lakenham, Norwich Sept 30 English & Martin, Norwich 

Hitt, Marsu Mauion, Sparkhill, Birming Sept 20 Dickinson, Staple inn 

Jones, Goprrey, New Ferry, Chester, Porter Sept 6 Lowndes & Co, Liverpool 
Luioyp, Emma Exizaseru, Dawley, Salop Jan 2 Head & Hill, Raymond bidgs, Gray's 


inn 

Luioyp, Mania Mary, Bengeo, Herts Oct 12 Arnould & Son, New ct, Lincoln's inn 

Loneman, Ayne Exizasetu, Portswood, Southampton Sept 29 Smith & Son, Andover 

Mex, Joun, Leicester, Herbalist 20 Burgess & Pike, Leicester } 

Mities, Lewis Georce Watson, P st, Pimlico Sept 27 Farrer & Co, Lincoln ina 
fields 

Mortriemay, Mary Ann, Waller rd, New Cross t16 Batchelor & Co, Pancras in 

Nicuo.sos, Jonny, Lark Hill, Worcester, Organ B Sept 29 Roberts, Worcester 

Norra, James, Whalley Range, Manchester, Contractor Oct1 Chew & Sons, Man- 
chester 

Pizxcy, George Hotmes, Market Weighton, York, Wine Merchant Oct 10 Robson, 
Pocklington 

Procter, Josern, Bradford, Coal Dealer Sept 20 Richardson & Son, Bradford 

Suaw, Cuances James, Leamington Sept 30 Church & Co, Bedford row 

Simpson, Many, Snainton, York Oct 11 Whitehead, Pickering 

Suru, Frepenick St Margaret’s, Twickenham Sept3 Dyer, Twickenhaia 

Sarr, Manta, Mablethorpe, Lincoln _ gs Fi r, Louth 

Swaseeeck, CuagLes MoCantney, Thirsk, Solicitor Oct 8 Fooks & Co, Carey st 

Tay.on, Epuunp, Littleborough, Lancs Aug 3l Heywood & Co, Manchester 

Tuomas, ALexanpen, Plymouth Sept 17 yn, Plymouth 

Tuomasson, Joun Pewnixoron, Bolton Sept 21 Parkinson & Co, Manchester 

Tysane., Hesry Vyvian, Toowoomba, Qu Dec 31 James, Lincoln's inn fields 

Vacs, CHARLOTTE, Parkhurst rd, Holloway Sept 29 Kilsby & Son, College hill 

Waren, Warten Winters, Stoke under Kon, Somerset, Medical Practitioner Sept 2 


Rendall, Yeovil 
Waap, Exizasztu, Derby Sept 22 Potter, Derby 
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London Gazette.—Turspay, Aug. 23. 


apgcasis, RACHEL, Cricklewood Sept 17 Adler & Perowne, Copthall av 
Apranam, James, Norton, nr Stockton on Tees Sept 30 Elliot, Stockton on Tees 
Batpock, Witi1am. Brookland Vicarage, Kent Sept 30 Hallett & Co, Ashford, Kent 
Bivex, Lawrence Sraviey Leamington Sept 23 Blake & Co, Portsmouth 
Bowser, JAMES, Gateshead. Borough Engineer Sept 30 Swinburne, Gateshead 
Bout, Mary Anne, Folkestone Sept30 Hallett & Co, Ashford, Kent 
Gaestaax, Sovias, Radcliffe, Lancaster, Lizensed Victualler Sept 20 Grundy & Co, 
nchester 
pe, Frances Power, Do'gelly Sept 23 Gill & Co, Liverpool 
ee, Joun Freverice, Kirkby Stephen, West land Oct 1 Lambert, Gateshead 
Dossox, Dame Coratig, Bolton . 30 Holdens & Cannon, Bolton 
Gagpinek, ALBERT Frank, Findon rd, pherd’s Bush Sept 16 Ladbury & Tatham, 
Budge row 
GAULTER, Scouse, Pilling, Lancs Sept 4 Addie, Fleetwood 








Guat, Witttam Henay, sen, Rugby, Morgan County, Tennessee, US i Oci4 Gamon 
& Co. Liverpool 


Graves, Cuar.orte, Brighton 29 Fitzhugh & Co, Brighton 

Geeen, Artuur, Suffolk st, Pall Mell Architect Oct 1 Negus, Bloomsbury sq 

Hesrorp, James, Manchester, Builder Oct 17 Wi Leigh 

Keene, Carouine Hagriet, Bideford Nov 1 Bond, +, ee! 

Kupsat, Louis, Eigbaston, Bi Manufacturer Sept 30 ogford, Birmingham 

Ler, Georce, Cobham, Surrey, Timber Merchant Sept10 Tempany & Co, ‘ord row 

Lorp, James, Bradford, Boot Dealer Sept 19 farrar & Crowther, Braiford : 

Mac arty, Susan Hexperson, Camden rd Oct 5 Pemberton & Co, New ct, Lincoln’s 
inn 

Morris, Arraur, Li 1 Novi15 Rees & Co, Li 1 7 , 

Monpay,. Tuomas, Wor Stafford, Publican Rept 0 Clulow, Brierley Hill 

Newsox, Marcarer, Blyth Sept 10 Guthrie & Guthrie, Blyth 

O.puam, Berry, Hyde, Chester Sept 3 Smith & Sons, Hyde 

Pursect, ALFRED, Fenton, Stafford, Labourer Sept 1 Day, Stoke on Trent 

Ricnarpson, JOHN, . Newcastle upon Tyne Sept 23 _ Clark, Neweastle upon Tyne 

Ropway, Opte, Stroud Sept 20 Mann & Rodway, Trowbridge 

Spexe, Rosatinpa Hexen, Heavitree, Dev Sept 23 8; es & Co, Exeter 

Srreet, yo ane’ Sparkbrook, Birmingham, Spoon ufacturer Spt30 Mog- 

rm: am 


G@uuat, WitttaM Heyry, jun, Rugby, Morgan County, Tennessee, USA Oct4 Gamon 
& Co. 


Sept 12 Jackson, Wigan ~ 
Gaapy, Kate Lucy, Moseley, Warwick Sept 20 Jagger, Birmingham‘ 


, Liverp ol 
Guover, Mary Awn, Heswall, Chester 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug. 26. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


A.ioock, James Esenezer, Aldermanbury, Stick Manufac- 
turer High Court Pet July13 Ord Aug 2 
Bartow, WILLIAM Swirt, Sheffield, Tobacconist Sheffield 
Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 
Benvett, Caar.es, Deddington, Oxford, Farmer Oxford 
Pet > Ord Aug 24 
Beaptey, THomas, Girlington, Bradford, Builder Brad- 
ford Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 22 
Bureau, Groree, South Shields, Ladies’ Tailor 
castleon Tyne Pet Aug23 Ord Aug 23 
Coox, Rusert Markxaam, Scunthorpe, Fruit Hawker Gt 
Grimsby Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 ; 
Cook Witiiam, Watford, Herts, Coal Merchant St Albans 
Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 
Corrie, Taomas, Keyham, Devonport, Devon, Builder 
Plymouth Pet July 23 Ord Aug 23 
CrowrHer, CLARE, and Fanny Gitprn, Tooting High Court 
Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 
Dattueyer, Tuomas Rupoipsus, Newman st High Court 
Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 
Day, JosepH, Newmarket, Trainer of Racehorses Cam- 
bridge Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 
Douxcan, Henry Ricuarp, Folkestone, Chemist Canterbury 
Pet Aug8 Ord Aug 20 
Evays-Davip, Witiiam, Liansamlet, Glam, Licensed 
Victualler Swansea Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug22 
Gaspiner, THomas, Birkenhead, Licensed . Victualler 
i a sis © Aug 8 be 4 Aug * x 
ARNER, EpWArD, e, Yorks, Cowkeeper ingston 
_ upon Hull Pet Aug2é Ord Aug 24 a 
GILLEsPIg, JoHN, sen, Fox Hill, Upper Norwood, Engineer 
Croydon Pet Aug 19 Ord Aug 19 
Guicksman, Samue., Leeds, Baker Leeds Pet Aug 23 
Ord Aug 23 
Goopman, RorusartH, Birmingham, Baker Birmingham 
Pet Aug 24 Ord Ang 24 
Hatt, Frank, Cheetham Hill. Manchester, 
Liverpool Pet Aug?3 Ord Aug 2% 
Heap, Samuet, Redruth, Cornwall, Builder Traro Pet 
Aug ll Ord Aug 22 
Joux, Witt1am Epmuyp, Pon ypridd, Glam, 
Pontypridd Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 
Lapp, Witt1am Morris, Swansea, Coal Merchant Swansea 
Pes Aug 24 Ord Aug 24 
Lester, Percival TOWNSHEND. Northampton, Commercial 
Traveller Northampton Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 
Ware, nr, Walsall Walsall Pet Aug 20 Ord 
Aug 2 
Marraews, Feancis Wiitiam. West Bridgford, Notts, 
Insurance Agent Nottingham Pet Aug z4 Ord 
Aug 24 
May, Gzoroe, and Joun Parkes, King's Hill, Wednesbury, 
_ Pulley Manufacturers Walsall Pet Aug22 Ord 
ug 22 
Newmay, Cuartes, New Cross rd, Licensed Victualler 
: High Court Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 24 
Pesrer, Joun Taomas, Bridgend, Glam, Haulier Cardiff 
Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 
Perrirt, Joan, Gt Horkesley, Essex, Taxidermist Col- 
chester Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 
Powe, Kare Lams Powys, Eastbourne, Proprietress of 
Boarding house Eastbourne Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 
Prescott, WiiuiaM, Moston, Manchester, Joiner Man- 
chester Pet Aug24 Ord Aug 24 
Private, Roper. Netherwitton, Northumberland, Farmer 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 
Ramspexn, Water, Holbeck, Leeds, Butcher Leeds Pet 
Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 
Sanperson, James Dunoan, Chatham, Temperance Hotel 
Keeper Rochester Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 4 
Burra, Arse, Coleshill, Warwick, Greengrocer Birming- 
Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 
Leeds Pet Aug 


Surra, Josepn Wa ter, Leeds, Grocer 
Stanweut, WittiaAM Henry, Swineshead, Lincs, Shoe- 


New- 


Printer 


Painter 





22 Ord Aug 22 
maker Boston Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 24 
Surrox, Davin Firntorr, Bardney, Lincs, Butcher Lin- 
yp, coln Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 24 
Tuorrr, Farperick Lawrence, Brixton, Printer High 
Court Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 
Wevnam, Anruur Freprrick, Lowestoft, Chimney Sweep 
W Gt Yarmouth Pet Aug v3 Ord Aug 23 
'LLIAMS, James, Graigwen, Pontyprid? Glam, Carpenter 
Pontypridd Pet Aug 23° Ord Aug 23 } 
'LUtAM8ON, Ernest Wititam, Ambleside, Westmoreland, 
fectioner Kendal Poet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
ALLoook, James Enenezen, Aldermanbu 
facturer Sept 6at1l Bankruptcy bl 


, Stick Manu- | 
Carey st | 


| GuicksMAN, SAMUEL, 
Ord A 








Ayres, Ernest Avpert, Reading, Stationer Sept 5 at 12 
14, Bedford row 

Be.isHam, WALTER A.tFrep, Sunderland, Jeweller Sept 6 
at3 Off Rec, 24, Johnjst, Sunderland 

Brapiey, James, Mortlake, Artist Sept 5 at 1230 24, 
Railway app. London Bri 

Brapuey. Taomas, Girlington, Bradford, Builder Sept 6 at 
8 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Bureau, Grorer, South Shields. Ladies’ Tailor Sept 3 at 
12 Off Rec, 30, — st, Newcastle on Tyne 

CrowTHer, Cragg, and Fayyy Giipix, Tooting, Surrey 
Sept6at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Datimeyer, Toomas Rupotpavus, Newman st Sept 7 at 11 

ruptey bi ey st 

Doycan, Henry Ricuarp, Folkestone, Chemist Sept 3 at 
12 Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 

Farruurst, Joux, Davyhulme, Lancs, Farmer Sept 5 at 2 30 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester e 

Guicxsman, Samuet, Leeds, Baker Sept 7 at12 Off Rec. 
22, Park row, Leeds 

Grant, Apranam, Gt Grimsby, Watchmaker Sept 3 at 11 
Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grims' 

Harris, Corvetivus, Cradley Heath, Staffs. Chain Manu- 
facturer Sept 3 at 11 Off Rec. 199, Wolverhampton 
st, Dudley 

Hartt, Frank Corasert, Cromer, Ir 
Sept 5at1 Off Rec, 8, Ki 


oom Soham 
s A 





ing st, Norwich 

Houiianp, Aurrep, Belper, Derby, Glazier Sept 3 at 11 
Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

Lioyp, Joun Morean, Swindon, Wilts, Grocer Sept 5 at 
11 Off Rec, 38, Regent circus, Swindon 

Loaver, Henry, Bournemouth, Brick Manufacturer Sept 
5 at 12.45 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Endless st, Salisbury 

McSweevey, Harry, Readiog, Stationer’s Assistant Sept 
6at12 14, Bedford row 

Marruews, Samvet, Oldham, Lanes, Butcher Sept 13 at 
11 Off Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 

MippteTon, Joun, Hatfield Woodhouse, nr Doncaster, 
Farmer Sept5at12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Norman, Caartes Epwarp, and Aveustvus ARTHUR 
Norman, Ba High st, Tailors Sept 5 at 11.30 
24, Railway app, London Brid 

Porter, Samurt, Thrussington, icester, Boot Manu- 
facturer Sept 5at12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Partner, Rosert, Netherwitton, Northumberland, Farmer 
Sept at12 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 

Ratspey, Water, Beeston, Holbeck. Leeds, Butcher 
Sept 7 at 11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Sanperson, James Duncan, . Temperance Hotel 
Kee Sept 5at12 115, High st, Rochester 

Scort, Epwarp Giiritiay, Norwich, Boot Factor Sept 6 
at 12 The Auction Mart, Tokenhouse yd 

Sinaieton, Joun Rorawe i, Moston, Manchester, Plumber 
Sept 5at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Smirx, Josepa Wa rer, Leeds, Grocer Sept 7 at 11.30 
Off Reo, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Tesset, Wituiam, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer Sept 13 
at 12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Tuomas, Epwarp, Abertridwr, nr Cardiff, Glam, Assistant 
Fireman Sept 6 at12 135, High st. Merthyr Tydfil 

Tuomas, Tuomas, Aberaman, Aberdare, Tailor Sept 5 at 2 
135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Tuorre, Freperick Lawrence, Brixton, Printer Sept 5 at 
2.30 iptey bldgs, Carey st 

Watson, Arruur, Stockton on Tees, Motor Dealer Sept 
6 at 11 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Wituiams, Wiiwiam, Bridgend, ™m, Agent 
Sept 5at 12.15 117, 8t Mary st, Cardiff 

ADJUDICATIONS. 
Barvow, Writiam Surrn, Sheffield, Tobacconist Sheffield 
oun hb. | Cycle 
NACHER, THOMAS, borough, Leicester, Maker 

Leicester Pet July 26 Ord Aug 24 

Cvox, Rosert Marxuam, Scunthorpe, Fruit Hawker Gt 
Grimsby Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 

Datumerer, Thomas Rupotpaus, Newman st High Court 
Pet Aug 22 





ug 
pe Hora, Maxvuet Heregra, Gt Ormond st, Mining 
Engineer High Court Pet July 21 Ord Aug 25 
Evans, Davin 1Lu1aM, Liansamlet, Gl Licensed 
Victualler Swansea Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 28 
Garver, Epwarp, Hessle, Yorks, Cowkeeper Kingston 
upon Hull Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug M4 
Feeds, Baker Leeds Pet Aug 23 
23 


Haut, Frank, Cheetham Hill, Manchester, Printer Liver- 
pool Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 

Joux, Witttam Epaunp, Pontypridd, Paiater Pontypridd 
Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 

Lapp, Writ1aAm Morris, Swansea, Coal Merchant Swan- 
sea Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 24 

Luster, Percivat. Towxsuenp, Northampton, Commercial 
Traveller Northampton Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 23 

Martrarws, Frascis 1Lt1aM, West Bridgford, Notts, 
Insurance Agent Nottingham Pet Aug M4 Ord Aug 24 

























| 





| 


Tuomas, Joux, Lanteglos by Fowey. Cornwall Oct1 Paige & Grylls, Redruth 
Tuompsoy, Jonny, Penrith, Accountant Sept 24 Arnison & Co, Penrith : 
Winter, Lovisa Greenstave, Wellington, Somerset Sept 26 Mitchell, Wellington 


Menpetssoun, AtBert BerTHop, Old Jewry, Stockbroker 
High Court Pet Oct 17 Ord Aug 24 ; : 

Pester, Joun Taomas, Bridgend, Glam, Haulier Cardiff 
Pet A Aug22 : 

Pettitt, Joun, Colchester, Taxidermist Colchester Pet 
Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 : 

Prescorr. WILt1am, Manchester, Joiner Manchester Pet 
Ord 24 Ord Aug 24 

Ramspex, Water, Holbeck, Leeds, Butcher Leeds Pet 
Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 

Reppan, Joan Heney, St Leonard’s on Sea, Traveller 
High Court Pet July 22 Ord Aug 24 

4anogRson, James Duncay, . Tem 


Surra, 
22 


22 
STaNWELL, W1LL1AM Henry, Swineshead, Lincs, Shoemaker 
Bosten Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 24 4 
Sutroy, Davip FivTorr, Bardney, Lincs, Butcher Lincoln 
Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 24 3 . 
Torres, Freperick Laweesce, Brixton, Printer High 
urt Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 ‘ 
Wetnam, Antaur Frepeaicx, Lowestoft, Chimney Sweep 
Gt Yarmouth Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 __ 
Wixixson, Josgpx, Martock, Somerset, Tailor Yeovil 


Ord Aug 24 : 

Wiuiam, James, Pont Glam, Carpenter Pontypridd 
Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 ; 

Witutamsoy, Eaxest Witt1am, Ambleside, Westmorland, 
Confectioner Kendal Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 


London Gazette.—Tvespay, Aug 30. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Asquiru, Davip, Greenfield, Yorks, Greengrocer Oldham 
Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 27 

Ba.x, Taomas, Rotherham, Yorks, Watchmaker Sheffield 
Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 : 

Betsnaw, Joun WIM, Syston, Leicester, Manufacturer 
of Saugage Casings Leicester Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 

awry ames, Stone, Staffs, Saddler Stafford Pet July 14 
Ord A’ 


Boorn, Jouy, leton, Chester, Caretaker Macclesfield 
Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 

Booraman,, Mark Beresrorp, Burnley, Baker Burnley 
Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 p 

W A Buevetr & Sow, Mansfield, Notts, Auctioneers Nott- 
ingham Pet Augil Ord Aug 24 

Catuaway, Bexsamin, Portsmouth Portsmouth Pet July 
8 Ord Aug 25 


Cuark, Frepeeox Josera, and Eowaro Taprecy Crark, 
Rochdale, Fiancel Manufacturers Rochdale Pet July 25 
Ord 


Aug 25 
CoLesy, , + eed Kirkley, Lowestoft Gt Yarmouth Pet 
Augi7 Ord Aug 27 
Coryuitt, Apert EpGar, Faversham, Grocer Canter- 
bi Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 


Dace, yous Altrincham, Chester, Greengrocer 
chester Pet Aug 26 Ord —e '~ 

Eowaarps, Wiiuram, Gell , Glam, Builder Merthyr 
Tydal Pet Aug 24 0 ye : 

Faescu, Hon Rosset, Horfield, Bristol Pet Aug 
13 Ord Aug 27 : , 

Gitespre, Joux, Leadenhall st, Engineer High Court 
Pet Aug10 Ord aug 26 

Grossk, arcus, Newcastle upon Tyne, Hairdresser 
Middlesbrough Pet Aug5 Ord Aug 25 

Hatver, Henry, Nechells, Bir- 
mingham Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 

Ha.ey, Suzapeta Awnx, Primrose Hill, Wudderstield, 

Milliner Huddersfield Pet co Ord Aug 33 

Hatt, Henry, Tipton, Butcher Dudley Pet Aug 25 Ord 


Aug 25 

Mower, Joux, Shirley, Southampton, Builder South- 
ampton PetAug26 Ord Aug 26 

Ke.iert, Epwarp, Featherstone, Yorks, Coal Miner 
Wakefield Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 3 . 

Kwient, Cuartes Artucr, Brockley, Tailor Greenwich 
Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 4 

Lawrence, Frepeaick Wittram, Cambridge, Cyole Agent 
Cambridge Pet Aug ¥? Ord Aug 27 

a sy Newport Newport, Mon Pet Aug 
2 


Martruews, Faeperic., 
Exeter Pet Aug 2 Ord Aug 25 

Mextoe, Cuartes, Leeds, Barristerat Law York Pet May 
19 Ord Aug 26 R 

Mirewart, Farpremx Marx, M , Stationer Canter. 
bury Pet Aug?) Onl Aug 

Mvusexave, Avrarv Suseon Josara, Westbourne, Bourne- 
mouth Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 3 
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vegan BGs 


“Link, Pete, Fish- 
worsen” * Pot hes a 


A i baat ys 


Finsbury hy Cabinet 
Pet 7 25 Ord Aug 

or ae = umeat Eovwans pontine, ‘pectionen ** reading 

Poem ae, Wiese fone Builder Wigan Pet Aug 25 


16 
Soorr, J Tr Queen Victoria st High Court Pet May 13 


Ord J July 7 
Oe hen’ Burnley, Fireman Burnley Pet Aug 27 
SourHwoop, Tuomas ALBERT, minster, Somerset, Harness 
Maket Taunton P Bs 2% Ord Aug 26 
uilder Gt Yarmouth Pet 
Ord Aug 27 


bebdie Casenne, Hepthorne Lane, nr Chesterfield, Joiner 
Chesterfield Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 
Undertaker Leeds Pet Aug 26 


Wem, ARTHUR, 
mcuxD, Tir Phil, Glam, Collier Merthyr 
et Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 
Amended notice substituted for that — in the 
London Gazette of August 9 


Graevittz & Wuirs, ; = mm Solicitors h Court 
Pet May 2 Ord Aug 5 ne 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 


Muuze, Franx M, Castellain mansions, Maida Vale 
High Court Rec Ord July 6 Res Aug 24 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Arexanper, Tuomas, Leicester, Butcher Sept 7 at 12 
Bi a Sok WwW tes Syston, Leicester Sept t 
ney onN WILLIAM, er 7 at 3 
ff Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Boxg, Joux Janes, ery: nouth, Builder’s 1 a Sept 7 
at ll 6, A’ um ter, Plym 
CaLLaway Bexsamy, Portamouth Sept 12at3 Off Rec, 


j 

CornaILL, ALBERT Epcar, Yaa ay Grocer Sept 10 
at10 Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 

Day, Joserx, Newmarket, Trainer of Teachers Sept 9 
at 2.30 Rutland Arms Hotel, Newmarket 

Dorz, Joux, Kings Heath, Worcester, Boot Dealer Sept 8 
atll 174, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Gagpixer, H H, Queen Victoria st, =r Contractor Sept 
9 at 2.30 obras bidgs, 

Garpiver, Tuomas, Birkenhead, Chester, Licensed Vic- 
tualler Sept 7 at 12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liver- 


pool 
Garpwzr, Lord, Surrey st, Strand Sept 9 at 11 Bank- 


y st 
= Rosert Southport, Cabinet Maker Sept 13 at 12 
29, Victoria st, Liverpool 
me ot Ayn, Huddersfield, Milliner 


8 at 
3 Off Rec, Pradential bl New ' st, Huddersfield 
Hanrper, eK fy 8tirchley, , Colliery Propricter 
Sept ad 1.15 County Court , Madeley 


-_— Birmingham, Auctioneer Sept 7 at 11 

Conpeention &, Birmingham 

Home Buti Joux, Thundersley, Essex, Estate Agent 
Sept 9at12 14, Bedford row 

Hyams, Puituip, Picton st, Camberwell, Furniture Dealer 
Bept 8 at 12 Bankruptcy biégs, Carey st 

B al a Miner 


rFRAK, Angel ct, . Stockbrokers Sept 8 at 2.30 
bidgs, Carey st 
Marrnuews, Frepericx, Cullompton, Devon, Machinist 
Bept 8 at 1 0.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 
Mitwarp, Gzorcz Haro Suazyx, Langford, one 
Zatll Off Rec, 38, Regent t cire 


Ree. Yan! 
at 12 mig oe mye 
st 
Norros, Cuarizs, Amb ri, Pisbary Park, i 
Maker 7 at 2.30 Ban kraptor biden 
Pee’ be Maree oie ee Bridgend Best orn ne 12.15 
Proz, m, Joms, Coach Builder Sept 8 at 10.45 
Wig, On st, Wy 
bourer Sept 7 at 12 
hester 


Ree ‘Soone. Bhyl, rong 
row, 
me) Wiis esky, Swineshead, Lines, Shoe- 
maker Sept 22 at 1215 Off Rec, 4 and 5, West st, 


Boston 
frewazr, C Causewayhead Promneys Plumber 
Bept Dat 12 Off Ree 25, 2 Bald Br 
Svrrox, Davip Fiixrorr, Bardney, Lines, Duldier Sept 
apg “a re 41, Silver st, Lincoln 
Txomas, Tuo Dowlais, Glam, urocer Sept 7 at 12 
wisn? ‘Bich aaa Devon Sept 10 at 
1 ‘on a’ 
0, Hammet st, Taunton 
‘cath, Glam, Mason 


WituiaMs, 
Tydfil Pet 


w Park row, Leeds «. 

etnaM, Antuve Petprzic«, me — 

Sept 10 at 12.90 Off Bec. st, Norwic ome 

Wuvr, Ferpesic« Jay, Chalkwell 5 ay * Westelif? on Sea, 
Builder Sept@ati2 14, Bedford row 

Wionsrwick, om Jevrezy, Tonbridge, Tallow Chand- 

Wrasssoe’ Sosnrs, Martech, Bomment alin Batt 

son, JOSErH, aad 7at12 

Oft Bee, City chmbrs, Endless #t, Balisbu — 

Wiuu bantam, Eby, Vist, Grocer’ anoge Bept 
7Tatiz2@ Crypt Eastgate row, Chester 





MERRY WEATHER. LONDON SS—=Ne 25622 se 
MERRYWEATHERS’ “VALIANT” STEAM 
PUMP AT WORK. 





MERRYWEATHER 


On FIRE PROTECTION and WATER SUPPLY 
hes COURTRY MANSIONS, ESTATES, &c. 


Write for Illustrated Pamphlet No. 8290. 
MERRYWEATHER & SONS, 63, LONG ACRE, W.C., LONDON, 


FIRE ENGINE MAKERS TO H.M. THE KING. 


The ** VALIANT ’’ is adapted for every kind of 
Pumping Work, including— 

Fire Protection, 

Water Supply to Houses and Farms, 

Watering Cattle, 

Pumping Out Ponds, 

Irrigating Land, 

Watering Lawns and Gardens, 

Washing Hops, Fruit Trees, &c., &c, 


THE LICHTEST AND MOST POWERFUL PUMP ON 
THE MARKET. 


Weight 6} cwt. Simple in Construction. 


AS SUPPLIED TO— 
Earl Fitzhardinge. 
Lord Gifford. 
Lord Pirbright. 
Sir Edward Malet (Monaco). 
Sidney Harrison, ., J.P. | Sir Phillip Egerton. 
Wilberforce iy Esq. Miss A. de Rothschild. 

MacKenzie, Esq., &e., &e. 


boro 
Baron F. de Rothschild, 
Hon. D. Waring. 











Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of August 26 : 


Painetz, Roseet, Netherwitton, Northumberland, Farmer 
Sept 7 at 12 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Anpersox, Gzorcr, Barrow in Furness, oo Draper 
Barrow in Furness Pet July 2 Ord Aug 

Asquitn, Davin, Road End, Greenfield, Tank . 
Oldnam Pet Aug 12 Ord A 

me a Rotherham, Yorkee Watchmaker Sheffield 

Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 
Besta, ouw Wituiam, Syston, Leicester Leicester 
Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 

Seaman JOsEPH eee Sen, Patentee High Court 
Pet June 8 Ord Aug 

Boorn, Joux, Congieton, _— Macclesfield Pet 
Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 

Bootumay, Mark yor Burnley, Baker Burnley 
Pet Aug 26 Oid Aug 

Bureau, Grorce, South * shields, Ladies’ Tailor Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 26 

CornHitt, Apert Epoar, Faversham, Kent, 
Canterbury Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 

CrowTuer, CLarg, and Fanny Gur, Tooting High 
Court Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 25 

Dace, Jou, Altrincham, Chester, Greengrocer Manchester 
Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 

Day, Joszrz, Newmarket, Trainer of Racehorses Cam- 


bridge Pet Aug 23 Ord Au 

Epwarps, WILu14M, Gellygaer, ‘Siam, Builder Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet Aug 24 Ord Au 

Garpiver, Tuomas, Birkenhead licensed Victualler Birken- 
head Pet Aug8 Ord Aug 26 

GairritHe, THomas, Camberwell House Asylum, Peckham 
rd, Cab Proprietor High Court Pet Aug17 Ord A 

Haixoz, ane, Nechells, Birmingham, Fruiterer “Bi, 


—_— m Pet Aug 27° Ord Aug 27 
>" yr an, Hudd , Milliner Hudders- 


Ord Aug 25 
Hatt, p Me, Ah ton 
Ord 25 


Grocer 


Fruiterer Dudley Pet Aug 25 


re 
Haspviey, Harry, Saredon, Shareshill, nr Wolverhampton, 
Farmer Wolverhampton Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 26 
Horr, Ro.anp, eo Auctioneer 
Pet June 11 Ord Aug 27 
Homege, Jous, Shirley, Southampton, Builder Southamp- 
26 


ton Pet Aug 26 Oid A 
Hrans, Psitvur, Ca Furniture Dealer High 


Court Pet Augs Oid Aug 26 

Jenkins, Thomas Henny, Aston, =) ~ ma Baker ‘ Bir- 
ming’ Pet July 27 Ord a Aug 27 

Ke.ietr, Eowarp, sa he Yorks, Coal Mimer 
Wakefield Pet Aug 25 ug 25 

Kxioat, Cnaries om Brocklay, Tailor Greenwich 

ke Pet Aug 2A Ord Au oye 
WRENCE, FaepeRick - Sate, cle Agent 
Cambridge Pet Aug 21 Ord Ord A 

Maatinx, Noumax, Awe Court Pet Aug 

Aug 27 

Matruews, Faepenicx, Cullompton, Devon, Machinist 

Exeter Pet Aug25 Ord Aug 25 

Newman, James Taomas, Malvern Link, Worcester, Fish- 
monger Worcester Pct Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 

Nicnotsox, Tuomas Henny, Porteea, Hants, Printer Porte- 
mouth’ Pet Aug4 Ord Aug 24 

Oopex-Taviow, Antuun, Liverpool, Solicitor Liverpool 
Pet April 28 Ord Aug 27 

Paincix, Roser, Netherwitton, Northumberland, Fa:mer 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 








Pror, Jonx, Wigan, Coach Builder Wigan Pet Aug% 
Ord Aug 25 


ug : 
Bicuarpson, Georae, Stockton on Tees, Dairyman Stock- 
tonon Tees Pet Aug 25 Ord ane 25 
Some, | —_——_ Burnley, Fireman Burnley Pet Aug”? 


ay idl RoraweE tt, Moston, Manchester, Plumber 
Manchester Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 25 

Soutrawoop, THomas ALBERT, [minster, Somerset, Harness 

aker Taunton Pet Aug26 Ord Aug 27 

Srivr, AtrraEp, Lowestoft, Builder Gt Yarmouth Pet 
Aug 27 Ord aug 27 

Stronc, CHARLES, gener Lane, nr Chesterfield, Unier- 
taker Chesterfield Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 

Waker, Arruue, Leeds, Undertaker Leeds Pet Aug% 
Ord Aug 26 

Witirams, Epuunp, Tir Phil, Glam, Collier Merthyr Tydfil 
Ord Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 

Winper, Witiiam Cuares, Netley st, Hampstead 1d, 
Publican High Court Pet July12 Ord Aug 26 








Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Soricrtors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 








AW.—GREAT SAVING. — For 
payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the 
writing charges :— 
Abstracts Copied 
Briefs and Drafts 
Deeds Round Hand 
Deeds Abstracted ooe coe 
Full Copies 0 2 per folio. 
PAPER. —Foolacap, 1d. “per ‘sheet ; Draft, $d. 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, EWU. 


FULEXANDER & SHEPHEARD 
LAW eats. adits dS 


Pawiiamentary Bitts, Minutes or Evivence, Booxs oF 
Rererence, Statements ov Ciarm, Answars, &c., &0. 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 
NEWSPAPERS, 

And all General and Commercial Work: 
Every desoription of Printing. 


om 


d. 

8 per sheet. 

3 per 20 folios, 
2 per folio. 

0 per sheet. 


B. 
0 
2 
0 
2 


ditto; 





Printers of THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 
and WEEKLY “REPORTER. 


NORWICH STREET, PETTER LARE, LONDON, E¢. 





